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C. REMARKS 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-14 are pending. Claims 1-8 are amended. Claims 12, 13, and 14 are 
newly added. 

Claim Objections 

The Examiner objects to claims 1 and 2 because of the following: "the claims 
contain the designations "E1" (see Claim 1 , Line 3) and "E2" (see Claim 1 , Line 6). 
These designers should be amended to recite the inventive elements they represent. In 
the examiner's opinion, "E1" represents "incomplete date-related citations" and 
"E2"represents "complete date-related citations."" [Office Action, p. 2] Applicants 
amend claims 1 and 2 to remove all references to the designations "E1" and "E2" and 
amend claims 1 and 2 to recite the inventive element of "incomplete date-related 
citations" for E1 and "other date-related indications" for E2. Applicants respectfully 
request withdrawal of the objection in view of the amendments to claims 1 and 2. 

The Examiner objects to claims 1 , 3, 4, and 6-8 because of the following: "the 
claims contain reference numbers within parentheses that refer to elements in the 
drawings. The examiner requests that Applicant delete the reference numbers and the 
parentheses." [Office Action, p. 2] Applicants amend claims 1 , 3, 4, and 6-8 to delete 
all reference numbers and parentheses. Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of 
the objection in view of the amendments to claims 1,3,4, and 6-8. 

The Examiner objects to claim 1 because of the following: "the phrase 

"monitoring the occurrence of incomplete date-related citations" in Line 3 should be 

amended because no "occurrence of incomplete date-related citations" is previously 

mentioned in the claims." [Office Action, pp. 2-3] Applicants amend the element of 

claim 1 from reading "monitoring the occurrence of incomplete date-related citations E1, 

in particular the citation of a date, within the text information" to claiming detecting 
DE920010066US1 10 
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incomplete date-related citations within the text of the document accessed from the data 
storage system . Therefore, claim 1 no longer includes a reference to "the occurrence of 
incomplete date-related citations." Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the 
objection in view of the amendments to claim 1 . 

The Examiner objects to claim 2 because of the following: "the phrase "the 
number of links found between documents E1 and E2, respectively" in Line 6 should be 
amended because the inventive elements "E1" and "E2" do not refer to documents. 
Rather, as indicated in the above discussion, "E1" represents "incomplete date-related 
citations" and "E2" represents "complete date-related citations." Also, inclusion of the 
term "respectively" in this limitation makes no sense whatsoever." [Office Action, p. 3] 
Applicants amend claim 2 to cancel the reference to "documents" and to cancel the term 
"respectively. Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the objection in view of the 
amendments to claim 2. 

The Examiner objects to claim 3 because of the following: "the claim does not 
correspond to Claim 1 . For example, Claim 3 recites "a completed date" (see Line 2 - 
only a single "completed date"), whereas Claim 1 recites "completing... said date-related 
citations" (Line 7 - multiple "completed dates"). Also, the second phrase of the claim is 
awkwardly worded. Applicant may amend the claim to - The method according to 
claiml, further comprising the step of creating (180) an index from [[a]] the completed 
dates, wherein the index is usable for selectively storing and/or searching for said 
document (5)." [Office Action, p. 3] Applicants amend claim 3 to read creating an index 
from completed date-related citations, usable for selectively storing and/or searching for 
the document . Therefore, claim 3 no longer recites "a completed date", but recites 
"completed date-related citations", with antecedent basis from claim 1, which recites 
"completing... said incomplete date-related citations." In addition, claim 3 is no longer 
awkwardly worded, but reads "usable for selectively storing and/or searching for the 
document within the data storage system." Applicants respectfully request withdrawal 
of the objection in view of the amendments to claim 3. 

DE920010066US1 11 
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The Examiner objects to claim 4 because of the following: "the Latin phrase "e.g." 
in Line 2 should be amended to - such as - so that the claim reads entirely in English." 
[Office Action, p. 4] Applicants amend claim 4 remove the phrase "e.g." and to read: 
the different kinds of meta information further comprising at least one of: " Applicants 
respectfully request withdrawal of the objection in view of the amendments to claim 4. 

The Examiner objects to claims 5 and 6 because of the following: "the phrase 
"the preceding" in Line 1 should be deleted so that Claims 5-6 correspond with the other 
dependent claims." [Office Action, p. 4] Claims 5 and 6 are amended to cancel the 
phrase "the preceding" from each of the claims. Applicants respectfully request 
withdrawal of the objection in view of the amendments to claims 5 and 6. 

The Examiner objects to claim 8 because of the following: "the phrase "exposing 
to the user" in Lines 1-2 should be amended because no "user" is previously mentioned 
in the claims." [Office Action, p. 4] Applicants amend claim 8 to read "presenting to a 
user", such that "a user" refers to the first use of "user" in claim 8. Applicants 
respectfully request withdrawal of the objection in view of the amendments to claim 8. 

35 USC § 101 

The Examiner rejects claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 

invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. In the rejection of claim 2, the 

Examiner states: 

This claim recites a "rule is used which is based on: 

-the number of links found between documents E1 and E2, 
respectively (see Line 6), 

-the level of compatibility between E1 and E2 (see Line 7), 
-the reliability and usefulness of E2's source for providing time 
indications useful 

for automatic completion (see lines 10-11), and 
-the relevance of E2 within its document (see Line 12). 
These limitations are essentially abstract ideas for building rules to 
complete an incomplete date in a text document because the Specification 
provides no guidance or direction for a computer programmer to write a 

DE920010066US1 12 



PAGE 14/42 * RCVD AT 4/5/2006 11:00:15 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/19 • DNIS:273830O * CSID:51 23060417 



* DURATION (mm-ss):18-50 



4/5/2006 10:00 PM FROM: 5123060417 TO: 15712738300 PAGE: 015 OF 042 



PATENT 
10/682,400 



software program that meets these conditions. Stated differently, the 
Specification does not describe: 

-how the "number of links" between the citations is determined; 

-how the "level of compatibility" between the citations is determined; 

-how the "reliability" and the "usefulness" of the source of the 
completed date is determined; and 

-how the "relevance" of the completed date is determined, 
respectively. 

To meet the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 101, a claim must recite a 
useful, concrete and tangible result. These limitations describe a result 
that is not "concrete" because the result is not "assured" and "repeatable" 
as recited in the limitations. In other words, the result of the invention 
recited in Claim 2 may vary because neither the limitations nor the 
Specification describe how each of the factors recited in the claim are 
determined. As such, the result is "abstract" in that the limitations recite 
abstract ideas for building rules to complete an incomplete date in a text 
document. [Office Action, pp. 4-5] 

Applicants amend claim 2 to read: 

2. (Currently Amended) The method according to claim 1 , in wh i ch a 
ru l o is usod which i s based on ono or moro of: w herein the step of 
automatically completing the incomplete date-related citations by applying 
the supplemental date information according to at least one set of 
predetermined completing rules establishing prioritizing relationships 
between the other date-related indications located within the text of the 
document and the meta information from outside the text of the document, 
further comprises the step of: 

detecting at least one criteria reguired for applying the set of 
predetermined completing rules for the other date-related indications from 
at least one of: 

a) th e d e t e rmination of word/tok e n/topic trans i tions as a m e asur e for a 
distance between the incomplete date-related citations and each of the 
other date-related indications based on a number of at least one of words 
and topic transitions in the text of the document between the incomplete 
date-related citations and each of the other date-related indications: EA- 
and E2 , 

b) [[the]] a number of date expressions between the incomplete date- 
related citations and each of the other date-related indications: E1 and E2 , 

c) [[the]] a number of links to other documents found between the 
incomplete date-related citations and each of the other date-related 
indications: documents E1 and E2, respective l y, 

DE920010066US1 13 
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d) [[the]] a level of compatibility between a format of the incomplete date- 
related citations as compared to a separate format of each of the other 
date-related indications; E1 and E2 , and 

e) [[the]] a confidence level associated with the other date-related 
indications [[E2]], if the other date-related indications [[E2 has]] have been 
obtained by automatic completion from applying supplemental date 
information to a previously incomplete date-related citation. lj .H 

f ) t he reliability [[and usefulne ss]] of E2's sourc e for prov i d ing time 
i nd i cations useful for automat i c complot i on, 

g) tho rolovanco of E2 w i th i n its document. 

Applicants respectfully assert that claim 2, as amended, is directed to statutory 
subject matter and therefore Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the 
rejection under 101 and allowance of the claim. 

Applicants respectfully assert that claim 2 as amended does not recite 
"abstract ideas for building rules to complete an incomplete date in a text 
document", but instead, teaches detecting at least one criteria required for 
applying the set of predetermined completing rules for the other date-related 
indications , which recites a step which will produce a useful, concrete and 
tangible result. Applicants respectfully assert in addition to claim 1 reciting a 
claim limitation with a concrete result, the specification also clearly describes how 
the limitation is performed in paragraphs 0061, 0062, and 0063 and in Figure 1, 
element 160. 

In addition, Applicants respectfully assert that claim 2, as amended, 
recites limitations for detecting the criteria, where the detectable criteria 
limitations produce a concrete result and the specification also clearly describes 
how the limitations are performed as follows: 

a) a distance between the incomplete date-related citations and each of 
the other date-related indications based on a number of at least one of words 
and topic transitions in the text of the document between the incomplete date- 
related citations and each of the other date-related indications in paragraphs 
0028, 0064-0071; 

DE920010066US1 14 
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b) a number of date expressions between the incomplete date-related 
citations and each of the other date-related indications in paragraphs 0072-0074; 

c^ a number of links to other documents found between the incomplete 
date-related citations and each of the other date-related indications in 
paragraphs 0032, 0033, 0075, and 0076; 

d) a level of compatibility between a format of the incomplete date-related 
citations as compared to a separate format of each of the other date-related 
indications in paragraphs 0078-0079; and 

e) a confidence level associated with the other date-related indications, if 
the other date-related indications have been obtained by automatic completion 
from applying supplemental date information to a previously incomplete date- 
related citation in paragraphs 0080 and 102. 

In view of the amendments to claim 2, the limitations of claim 2 and the 
specification describe how each of the elements recited in the claims are 
determined, resulting in claim 2 reciting a useful, concrete, and tangible result. 
Therefore, because claim 2 meets the requirements of 35 USC 101 , Applicants 
respectfully request withdrawal of the rejection under 35 USC 101 and allowance 
of claim 2. 

35 USC §112 

The Examiner rejects claim 2 under 35 USC 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. [Office Action, p. 6] The Examiner states that 
"the claim contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such 
as a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains or with which it is most 
nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. [Office Action, p. 6] In particular, 
the Examiner states: 

This claim recites a "rule is used which is based on: 

-the number of links found between documents E1 and E2, 

respectively (see Line 6), 

-the level of compatibility between E1 and E2 (see Line 7), 

DE920010066US1 15 
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-the reliability and usefulness of E2's source for providing time 
indications useful 

for automatic completion (see lines 10-11), and 

-the relevance of E2 within its document (see Line 12). 
These rules are not described in the specification in such a way as to 
enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is more 
nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention in that the 
Specification does not describe: 

-how the "number of links" between the citations is determined; 

-how the "level of compatibility" between the citations is determined; 

-how the "reliability" and the "usefulness" of the source of the 
completed date is determined; and 

-how the "relevance" of the completed date is determined, 
respectively. 

These limitations are extremely broad and the Specification provides no 
guidance or direction for a computer programmer to write a software 
program that meets these conditions. As such, as indicated in the above 
101 rejection, the limitations recite abstract ideas for building rules to 
complete an incomplete date in a text document. 

Applicants respectfully assert that claim 2, as amended, complies with the 
enablement requirement under 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph, and therefore 
Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the rejection under 35 USC 112, 
first paragraph, and allowance of the claim. 

Applicants respectfully assert that claim 2 as amended does not recite 
"abstract ideas for building rules to complete an incomplete date in a text 
document", but instead, teaches detecting at least one criteria required for 
applying the set of predetermined completing rules for the other date-related 
indications , a limitation for which the specification provides guidance and 
direction for a computer programmer to write a software program that detects the 
criteria. In particular, the specification enables performance of the limitation in 
paragraphs 0061 , 0062, and 0063 and in Figure 1, element 160. 

In addition, Applicants respectfully assert that claim 2, as amended, 
recites limitations for detecting the criteria, where the specification provides clear 
guidance and directions for detecting each of the criteria, as follows: 

DE920010066US1 16 
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a) a distance between the incomplete date-related citations and each of 
the other date-related indications based on a number of at least one of words 
and topic transitions in the text of the document between the incomplete date- 
related citations and each of the other date-related indications in paragraphs 
0028, 0064-0071 ; 

b) a number of date expressions between the incomplete date-related 
citations and each of the other date-related indications in paragraphs 0072-0074; 

c) a number of links to other documents found between the incomplete 
date-related citations and each of the other date-related indications in 
paragraphs 0032, 0033, 0075, and 0076; 

d) a level of compatibility between a format of the incomplete date-related 
citations as compared to a separate format of each of the other date-related 
indications in paragraphs 0078-0079; and 

e) a confidence level associated with the other date-related indications, if 
the other date-related indications have been obtained by automatic completion 
from applying supplemental date information to a previously incomplete date- 
related citation in paragraphs 0080 and 102. 

In view of the amendments to claim 2, the limitations of claim 2 and the 
specification enables one skilled in the art, such as a computer programmer, to 
make or use the invention. Therefore, because claim 2 meets the requirements 
of 35 USC 112, first paragraph, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the 
rejection under 35 USC 112, first paragraph, and allowance of claim 2. 

In addition, the Examiner rejects claims 1-11, under 35 USC 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. [Office Action, p. 7] In 
particular, as grounds for the rejection, the Examiner states: 

Claim 1 recites: 

DE920010066US1 17 
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-monitoring the occurrence of incomplete date-related citations E1 , 
in particular the citation of a date, within the text information (Lines 3-4); 

-completing said incomplete citation E1 by aid of date indications 
E2 (Line 6); and 

-automatically completing (130, 190) said date-related citations by 
a supplemental date specification (Lines 7-8). 

These limitations are indefinite because the interrelationship between the 
"completion" of the "incomplete citation" (recited in Line 6) and the 
"automatic completion" of the "date-related citations" (recited in Lines 7-8) 
is unclear. 

It appears that one of the "date-related citations" is completed by 
"aid of date indications" (Line 6). However, the claim subsequently recites 
that other "date-related citations" are automatically completed by a 
"supplemental date specification" (Line 7-8). How does the "incomplete 
citation" (Line 6) relate to the "date-related citations" (Line 7)? 

It appears that the "incomplete citation" is one of the "date-related 
citations." If so, then how/why is it singled out for completion by the aid of 
date indications? If the "incomplete citation" singled out and completed so 
that it can be subsequently used in the automatic completion of the 
remaining "date-related citations?" If so, then the claim is missing the step 
in which this relationship between the "incomplete citation" and the "date- 
related citations" is established. If not, then Step b) and Step c) of Claim 1 
should be combined into a single step. 

For purposes of examination, the examiner will simply assume that 
all "incomplete citations" are automatically completed using "supplemental 
date specifications" (see Lines 8-9). 

Additionally, the phrase "in particular the citation of a date" (Lines 3- 
4) is indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitations following the 
phrase are part of the claimed invention. See MPEP £ 2173.05(d). 

For purposes of examination, the examiner will assume that the 
"date-related citations" are not limited only to dates. [Office Action, pp. 7- 
9] 

Applicants respectfully submit that claim 1 as amended, clarifies all the issues raised by 
the Examiner. 

First, as to the Examiner's statement that "These limitations are indefinite 
because the interrelationship between the "completion" of the "incomplete citation" 
(recited in Line 6) and the "automatic completion" of the "date-related citations" (recited 
in Lines 7-8) is unclear. It appears that one of the "date-related citations" is completed 
by "aid of date indications" (Line 6). However, the claim subsequently recites that other 
DE920010066US1 IS 



PAGE 20/42 * RCVD AT 4/5/2006 11:00:15 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/19 ' DNIS:2738300 * CSID:51 2306041 7 



* DURATION <mm-ss):18-50 



4/5/2006 10:00 PM FROM: 5123060417 TO: 15712738300 PAGE: 021 OF 042 



PATENT 
10/682,400 



"date-related citations" are automatically completed by a "supplemental date 
specification" (Line 7-8). How does the "incomplete citation" (Line 6) relate to the "date- 
related citations" (Line 7)? It appears that the "incomplete citation" is one of the "date- 
related citations." If so, then how/why is it singled out for completion by the aid of date 
indications? If the "incomplete citation" singled out and completed so that it can be 
subsequently used in the automatic completion of the remaining "date-related 
citations?" If so, then the claim is missing the step in which this relationship between 
the "incomplete citation" and the "date-related citations" is established. If not, then Step 
b) and Step c) of Claim 1 should be combined into a single step", Applicants note that: 

(1) the limitation of "completing said incomplete citation E1 by aid of date 
indications E2" is cancelled so that only one element addresses "completing the 
incomplete date-related citations"; 

(2) a limitation of searching for supplemental date information from at least one of 
other date-related indications within the text of the document and meta information 
associated with the storage of the document in the data storage system from outside 
the text of the document is added to clarify that the supplemental date information 
includes other date-related indications within the text and then all other meta information 
associated with the storage of the document outside the text itself. In addition, this 
limitation clarifies the difference between the incomplete date-related citations, to be 
completed by supplemental information which includes other date-related indications 
within the text; and 

(3) the third limitation is amended to automatically completing the incomplete 
date-related citations by applying the supplemental date information according to at 
least one set of predetermined completing rules establishing prioritizing relationships 
between the other date-related indications located within the text of the document and 
the meta information from outside the text of the document to clarify that it is the 
incomplete date-related citations that are completed by the supplemental date 
information according to the predetermined completing rules. 

DE920010066US1 19 
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In addition, with reference to the Examiner's statement on page 9 of the Office 
Action that "the phrase "in particular the citation of a date" (Lines 3-4) is indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed 
invention", Applicants have amended claim 1 to cancel the phrase "in particular the 
citation of a date". 

Therefore, in view of the amendments to claim 1 , Applicants respectfully submit 
that the limitations of claim 1 are no longer indefinite and that it is clear that incomplete 
date-related citations are detected, supplemental date information is searched for, 
which may include other date-related indications within the text of the document, and 
the incomplete date-related citations are completed with the supplemental date 
information. 

Further, with reference to the Examiner's statement on page 9 of the Office 
Action that "for purposes of examination, the examiner will assume that the "date- 
related citations" are not limited only to dates", Applicants note that the specification 
states that the terms "time" and "date" are used interchangeably. Specification, 
paragraph 0014. Since the Examiner does not indicate whether the term "date related 
citations" is indefinite, Applicants continue to use the term as encompassing time and 
date information. However, Applicants have amended the claims to use the term "date" 
consistently, instead of both "date" and "time". 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner states that "claim 8 is objected to as being dependent upon a 

rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 

of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Also, all 112 rejections 

must be obviated." [Office Action, p. 19] In particular, the Examiner states that "the 

prior art fails to disclose or suggest the combination of elements recited in Claim 8. 

Specifically, the prior art fails to disclose or suggest detecting incomplete date-related 

citations within the text of a document; automatically completing the incomplete citations 

through use of a supplemental date specification by applying : 1 ) a set of predetermined 
DE920010066US1 20 
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completing rules that establish prioritizing relationships between the incomplete citations 
and other date-related citations within the text of the document, 2) prior art text mining 
technology procedures, or 3) context meta information from outside the document; and 
presenting to the user one or more possible date specifications for use in completing the 
incomplete date, wherein a confidence value is indicated for each possible date 
specification." [Office Action, p. 20] 

Applicants have added claim 12, which includes the limitations of claim 1 with all 
1 12 rejections obviated, and incorporates claim 8. In particular, Applicants note that the 
Examiner proposes amendments to claim 1 , on page 9 of the Office Action, to remove 
all the 112 rejections. Applicants have adopted the proposed amendment to claim 1 by 
the Examiner, from page 9 of the Office Action, in newly added claim 12. The proposed 
amendment also overcomes all previous objections to claim 1 . In addition, Applicants 
add the elements of claim 8, amended to overcome the objection to claim 8, to the 
amended base claim. Therefore, because claim 12 includes the elements of claim 1, 
amended to obviate all 112 rejections and objections, and the elements of claim 8, 
allowed by the Examiner, Applicants respectfully request a timely allowance of this 
allowable independent claim. 

In addition, Applicants add independent claim 13, a system for performing the 
elements of claim 12 and claim 14, a computer program product with mean for 
performing the elements of claim 12. Applicants respectfully request allowance of 
claims 13 and 14, which include the elements of allowable claim 12. 

Lack of Anticipation under 35 USC § 102(b) 

Claims 1-7 and 9-11 are not anticipated by Microsoft Word 

Claims 1-7 and 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by 

Microsoft Word 2000, © 1999 (hereinafter, MS Word). [Office Action, p. 1 1] The 

rejection is respectfully traversed in view of the amended claims. "A claim is anticipated 

only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or 
DE920010066US1 21 
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inherently described, in a single prior art reference. Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of 
California, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed Cir. 1987). Furthermore the reference must be 
an enabling disclosure of each and every element as set forth in the claim. In re 
Hoecksma, 158 USPQ 596, 600 (CCPA 1968); In re LeGr/Ve, 133 USPQ 365, 372 
(CCPA1962). 

Claim 1 

Claim 1, as amended reads: 

1 . (Currently Amended) A method for processing a document 
comprising text and accessed from a data storage system i nformat i on , 
comprising the steps of: 

a) mon i tor i ng tho occurronco of detecting incomplete date-related 
citations E1 , i n part i cu l ar th e citat i on of a dat e , within the text of the 
document i nformat i on, accessed from the data storage system; 

searching for supplemental date information from at least one of 
other date-related indications within the text of the document and meta 
information associated with the storage of the document in the data 
storage system from outside the text of the document; and 
b) comp le t i ng said inc o mpl e t e c i tat i on E1 by ai d of d a t e i nd i cat i ons E2 , 

[[c) ^automatically completing [[(130, .. 190) said]] the incomplete 
date-related citations by applying [[a]] the supplemental date information 
[[date specification]] according to at least one , by app l ying o i thor ono or 
moro of:c1) a set of predetermined completing rules establishing for a 
giv e n i ncomp le t e c i tation E1 prioritizing relationships between othe r dat e- 
rolotod c i tat i ons E2 the other date-related indications located within the 
text i nformation of the same document^,]] and c2) prior art toxt m i ning 
t ech nology proc e dur e s, or c3) us i ng (1 3 0) the meta information from 
outside the text of the document. 

In the rejection of claim 1, the Examiner states: 

MS Word discloses a method for processing a document comprising text 
information (see Pages 1-3 - MS Word discloses this limitation in that it is 
a word processor that processes text documents), comprising the steps of: 

-monitoring the occurrence of incomplete date-related citations E1, 
in particular the citation of a date, within the text information (see Pages 1- 
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3 -MS Word discloses this limitation in that it detects when a user is typing 
a date into a document); 

-completing said incomplete citation E1 by aid of date indications 
E2 (see Pages 1-3- MS Word discloses this limitation in that, when it 
detects that the user is typing a date into the document, it completes the 
date by inserting the full current date into the document when the user 
presses the "Enter" button); and 

-automatically completing said date-related citations by a 
supplemental date specification (see Pages 1-3 - MS Word discloses this 
limitation in that, when it detects that the user is typing a date into the 
document, it completes the date by inserting the full current date into the 
document when the user presses the "Enter" button), by applying either 
one or more of: 

-a set of predetermined completing rules establishing for a given 
incomplete citation E1 prioritizing relationships between other date-related 
citations E2 within the text information of the same document. 

-prior art text mining technology procedures (see Pages 1-3 - MS 
Word discloses this limitation in that it uses parsing techniques to search 
the document), or 

-using context meta information from outside the document (see 
Pages 1-3 - MS Word discloses this information in that, when it detects 
that the user is typing a date into the document, it completes the date by 
inserting the full current date into the document when the user presses the 
"Enter" button. To insert the date, MS Word accesses the current date via 
the operating system.). [Office Action, pp. 11-12] 

Applicants respectfully assert that regardless of whether the Examiner's previous 
assertions are correct, MS Word does not teach each and every element of claim 1 as 
amended. 

First, Applicants respectfully assert that MS Word does not teach each and every 
element of claim 1 because MS Word does not teach or enable detecting incomplete 
date-related citations within the text of the document accessed from the data storage 
system . In the rejection of claim 1 , the Examiner states that the MS Word reference 
discloses the limitation of "monitoring the occurrence of incomplete date-related 
citations E1, in particular the citation of a date, within the text information" in that "it 
detects when a user is typing a date into a document." [Office Action, p. 1 1] Thus, MS 
Word only describes detecting an incomplete date as a user is creating the incomplete 
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date. MS Word does not disclose, however, detecting incomplete date-related citations 
within the text of an already created document accessed from a data storage system. 
In contrast, claim 1 is amended to clarify that the document being processed is already 
created and accessed from a data storage system in the teaching of detecting 
incomplete date-related citations within the text of the document accessed from the data 
storage system . Therefore, because MS Word does not teach or enable detecting 
incomplete date-related citations within the text of an already created document 
accessed from a data storage system, MS Word does not teach or enable at least one 
element of claim 1 and the claim should be allowed. 

Second, Applicants respectfully assert that MS Word does not teach each and 
every element of claim 1 because MS Word does not teach or enable searching for 
supplemental date information from at least one of other date-related indications within 
the text of the document and meta information associated with the storage of the 
document in the data storage system from outside the text of the document . In the 
rejection of claim 1, the Examiner states that the MS Word reference discloses the 
limitation of using meta information from outside the document to complete an 
incomplete date-related citation in that "when it detects that the user is typing a date into 
the document, it completes the date by inserting the full current date into the document 
when the user presses the "Enter" button. To insert the date, MS Word accesses the 
current date via the operating system." [Office Action, p. 1 1] Thus, MS Word only 
interacts with the operating system to access the current date. MS Word does not, 
however, in looking to sources outside the text of the document, teach or enable 
searching for date-related information associated with the storage of the document in 
the data storage system. In addition, the Examiner does not point to any portion of MS 
Word that teaches or enables searching for supplemental date information from within 
the text of the document. In contrast, claim 1 is amended to teach searching for 
supplemental date information from at least one of other date-related indications within 
the text of the document and meta information associated with the storage of the 
document in the data storage system from outside the text of the document . Therefore, 
DE920010066US1 24 
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because MS Word does not teach or enable searching for supplemental date 
information other than accessing the current date from the operating system, MS word 
does not teach or enable at least one element of claim 1 and the claim should be 
allowed. 

Third, Applicants respectfully assert that MS Word does not teach and enable 
each and every element of claim 1 because MS Word does not teach or enable 
automatically completing the incomplete date-related citations by applying the 
supplemental date information according to at least one set of predetermined 
completing rules establishing prioritizing relationships between the other date-related 
indications located within the text of the document and the meta information from 
outside the text of the document . Applicants note that claim 1 previously included 
"automatically completing (130, ...190) said date related citations by a supplemental 
date specification, by applying either one or more of:" and one of the options included "a 
set of predetermined completing rules establishing for a given incomplete citation E1 
prioritizing relationships between other date-related citations E2 within the text 
information of the same document." [Office Action, p. 1 1] The Examiner did not address 
this limitation. In addition, Applicants respectfully assert that since MS Word only 
accesses a current date from the operating system, MS Word does not teach or enable 
rules that establish the prioritizing relationships between supplemental date information 
from different sources or between different time information from the same source. In 
contrast, claim 1 is amended to teach rules for prioritizing supplemental date information 
in the teaching of automatically completing the incomplete date-related citations by 
applying the supplemental date information according to at least one set of 
predetermined completing rules establishing prioritizing relationships between the other 
date-related indications located within the text of the document and the meta 
information from outside the text of the document . Therefore, because MS Word does 
not teach or enable automatically completing an incomplete date-related citation with 
supplemental date information according to rules that prioritize the supplemental date 
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information, MS word does not teach or enable at least one element of claim 1 and the 
claim should be allowed. 

In addition, Applicants respectfully assert that no new matter is added as a result 
of the amendment to claim 1. In particular, with regard to the amended element of "data 
storage system" within claim 1, Applicants note that the specification supports the 
amended element throughout and in particular, the specification describes documents 
stored in "electronic archives as e.g. in a database" (paragraph 0004), the environment 
in which the document is stored is referred to and might include "a file system", "a 
database table", a physical file"; a common term encompassing these different storage 
locations in a "data storage system." Further, with regard to the supplemental date 
information including the other data-related indications and the meta information 
associated with the data storage system, the specification supports the amendment 
throughout, and for example, in paragraphs 0013, 0021, 0022, 0025, 0026, 0035-0038, 
0052, 0053, 0057, and 0123-0127. 

Claims 2-7 and 9-11 

With regard to claims 2-7, Applicants respectfully assert that because claim 1 is 
not anticipated by MS Word, claims 2-7 which are dependent upon claim 1 are also not 
anticipated by MS Word. With regard to claims 9-11, Applicants respectfully assert that 
because claim 1 is not anticipated by MS Word, claims 9-1 1 which are independent 
claims incorporating the same elements as claim 1 are also not anticipated by MS 
Word. 

In particular, with regard to claim 2, Applicants respectfully assert that MS Word 
does not teach and enable each and every element of amended claim 2. Claim 2 
currently reads: 

2. (Currently Amended) The method according to claim 1 , in which a 
ru l o is usod wh i ch i s basod on ono or moro of: wherein the step of 
automatically completing the incomplete date-related citations by applying 
the supplemental date information according to at least one set of 
predetermined completing rules establishing prioritizing relationships 
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between the other date-related indications located within the text of the 
document and the meta information from outside the text of the document, 
further comprises the step of: 

detecting at least one criteria required for applying the set of 
predetermined completing rules for the other date-related indications from 
at least one of: 

a) tho dotorm i nation of word/tokon/top i c trans i t i ons as a moasuro for a 
distance between the incomplete date-related citations and each of the 
other date-related indications based on a number of at least one of words 
and topic transitions in the text of the document between the incomplete 
date-related citations and each of the other date-related indications; El- 
and E2 , 

b) [[the]] a number of date expressions between the incomplete date- 
related citations and each of the other date-related indications; E1 an d E2, 

c) [[the]] a number of links to other documents found between the 
incomplete date-related citations and each of the other date-related 
indications; docum e nts E1 a nd E2, r e sp e ctiv el y, 

d) [[the]] a level of compatibility between a format of the incomplete date- 
related citations as compared to a separate format of each of the other 
date-related indications; E1 and E2 , and 

e) [[the]] a confidence level associated with the other date-related 
indications [[E2]], if the other date-related indications [[E2 has]] have been 
obtained by automatic completion from applying supplemental date 
information to a previously incomplete date-related citation.rr il 

f) tho rel i ab i l i ty [[and usefulness]] of E2's source for provid i ng time 
i ndicat i ons usefu l for automat i c compl e tion, 

g) th e r e l e v a nc e of E2 w i thin i ts docum e nt. 

In the rejection of claim 2, the Examiner cites MS word as reading on the previously 
cited element of a rule is based on the level of compatibility between E1 and E2 based 
on the Examiner's interpretation that "the Examiner notes that this limitation is extremely 
broad in that it does not indicate how the "level of compatibility" between E1 and E2 is 
determined. This broad limitation reads on any rule that compares an "incomplete date- 
related citation" to another "date-related" component. In MS Word, see Pages 1-3, MS 
Word discloses this limitation in that it compares the incomplete date to the current date 
in the operating system." [Office Action, pp. 12-13] 

Applicants respectfully note that claim 2 is amended to teach detecting at least 
one criteria reguired for applying the set of predetermined completing rules for the other 
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date-related indications from... the level of compatibility between a format of the 
incomplete date-related citations as compared to a separate format of each of the other 
dated-related indications . Applicants respectfully assert that the MS Word description of 
comparing an incomplete date with a current date in the operating system does not 
teach comparing a format of the incomplete date with a separate format of the current 
date. Further, MS Word does not teach determining a compatibility of the format of the 
incomplete date with the separate format of the current date, but merely describes 
providing the user with the selection to replace the typed date with the current date. 
Therefore, MS Word does not teach the amended element of detecting at least one 
criteria required for applying the set of predetermined completing rules for the other 
date-related indications from... the level of compatibility between a format of the 
incomplete date-related citations as compared to a separate format of each of the other 
dated-related indications . In addition, the Examiner did not previously examine the 
other elements remaining in amended claim 2, however, Applicants respectfully assert 
that MS Word does not teach detecting at least one criteria required for applying the set 
of predetermined completing rules for the other date-related indications from at least 
one of. . . a) a distance between the incomplete date-related citations and each of the 
other date-related indications based on a number of at least one of words and topic 
transitions in the text of the document between the incomplete date-related citations and 
each of the other date-related indications; b) a number of date expressions between the 
incomplete date-related citations and each of the other date-related indications; c) a 
number of links to other documents found between the incomplete date-related citations 
and each of the other date-related indications; and e) a confidence level associated 
with the other date-related indications, if the other date-related indications have been 
obtained by automatic completion from applying supplemental date information to a 
previously incomplete date-related citation. Therefore, because MS word does not 
teach each and every element of claim 2, MS word does not anticipate claim 2 and 
Applicants respectfully request allowance of claim 2. 
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In addition, with regard to claim 3, Applicants respectfully assert that MS Word 

does not teach and enable each and every element of claim 3. Claim 3 currently reads: 

3. (Currently Amended) The method according to claim 1 , further 
comprising the step of 

creating [[(180)]] an index from [[a]] completed date -related 
citations , usable for selectively storing and/or searching for the [[said]] 
document [[(5)]]. 

In the rejection of claim 3, the Examiner cites MS Word as reading on the limitations of 
claim 3 in that "when the creation date of the document coincides with the "completed 
date," it is "usable" for the purpose of storing the document in a folder system and 
allowing the document to be searched within the folder system." [Office Action, p. 1 3] 

Applicants respectfully note that the MS Word document cited by the Examiner 
includes three pages and that none of these pages teaches "when the creation date of 
the document coincides with the "completed date," it is "usable" for the purpose of 
storing the document in a folder system and allowing the document to be searched 
within the folder system" as asserted by the Examiner. The first two pages of the MS 
Word reference show a screen display with a document opened to show how as a user 
enters a date, MS Word offers the user the option to select to automatically replace the 
entered date with the current date in a particular format The third page of the MS Word 
reference shows an information screen about MS Word, with copyright information. 
Because the MS Word reference does not teach a "creation date", a "completed date", 
or a folder system in which a document can be stored or searched, MS Word also does 
not teach the claimed element of creating an index from completed date-related 
citations, usable for selectively storing and searching for the document . 

In addition, Applicants respectfully assert that even if MS Word did describe 
when the creation date of the document coincides with the "completed date," it is 
"usable" for the purpose of storing the document in a folder system and allowing the 
document to be searched within the folder system", this description does not teach 
creating an index from completed date-related citations. In particular, the Examiner's 
assertion only describes indexing a document based on the creation date or completion 
DE920010066US1 29 
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date, however, neither of these dates are "completed date-related citations." Therefore, 
because MS Word does not teach creating an index from completed date-related 
citations , MS Word does not teach each and every element of claim 3 and the claim 
should be allowed. 

Further, with regard to claim 4, Applicants respectfully assert that MS Word does 

not teach and enable each and every element of claim 4. Claim 4 currently reads: 

4. (Currently Amended) The method according to claim 3, further 
comprising the step of updating [[providing an]] the index to indicate a 
particular type of the meta information from among a plurality of different 
kinds of meta information applied as supplemental date information to the 
incomplete date-related citations, [[for]] the different kinds of meta 
information [[(3) e.g.]] comprising at least one of: 

a) the date of publishing the document, or 

b) the date of processing the document, or 

c) the date of creating the document. 

In the rejection of claim 4, the Examiner cites MS Word as disclosing the limitation of 
"providing an index for different kinds of meta information such as the date of creating 
the document" in that "the folder system is based upon when a document was created 
and last accessed." [Office Action, p. 14]. Applicants respectfully assert that as with 
claim 3, the MS Word reference created by the Examiner does not teach an "index", a 
"date of creating the document" or a "folder system." Thus, MS Word does not teach an 
index that includes the date of creating the document. Further, as to amended claim 4, 
MS Word does not teach updating the index of completed date-related indications for a 
document to indicate the particular type of meta information applied as the 
supplemental date information to the incomplete date-related citations, where the 
different kinds of meta information comprise at least one of the date of publishing the 
document, the date of processing the document, and the date of creating the document. 
Therefore, because MS Word does not teach and enable at least one element of claim 
4, claim 4 should be allowed. In addition, Applicants note that the specification provides 
support for the amendment to claim 4 throughout, and for example, in paragraphs 0035- 
0039 which describe the advantage of indicating, with the completed date-related 
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citation in an index, the type of meta information applied to create the completed date- 
related citation. Because MS Word does not teach at least one element of claim 4, 
Applicants respectfully request allowance of claim 4. 

In addition, with respect to claim 5, Applicants respectfully assert that MS Word 
does not teach and enable each and every element of claim 5. Claim 5 currently reads: 

5. (Currently Amended) The method according to [[the preceding]] claim 4, in 
which the index comprises a canonical representation of [[said]] the date 
indicating the particular type of meta information . 

In the rejection of claim 5, the Examiner cites MS word as disclosing "the method 
according to claim 4, in which the index comprises a canonical representation of said 
date" through the description that "the dates for corresponding documents within the 
folder system are set in a standard format." [Office Action, p. 14] Applicants 
respectfully assert, as with claim 3, that the MS Word reference does not teach a dates 
for documents stored within a folder system and therefore, the MS Word reference also 
does not teach an index of completed date-related citations that comprise a canonical 
representation of the date that indicates the particular type of meta information used to 
complete the date-related citations. In contrast, claim 5 teaches the index of claim 4, 
in which the index comprises a canonical representation of the date indicating the 
particular type of meta information . Because MS Word does not teach at least one 
element of claim 5, Applicants respectfully request allowance of claim 5. 

Further, with respect to claim 6, Applicants respectfully assert that MS Word 
does not teach or enable each and every element of claim 6. Claim 6 currently reads: 

6. (Currently Amended) The method according to [[the preceding]] claim 3 
[[4]], further comprising the step of transforming [[a]] the completed date z 
related citations [[specification]] into a canonical format [[(140)]] 

In the rejection of claim 6, the Examiner cites MS Word as reading on the 
limitation in that "MS word discloses this limitation in that the dates for 
corresponding documents within the folder system are set in a standard format." 
As previously noted, the MS Word reference does not teach a folder system. 
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Further, Applicants respectfully assert that even if the MS Word reference 
described a folder system, the MS Word reference does not teach or enable 
transforming completed date-related citations into a standard format. In contrast, 
claim 6 teaches the method of claim 3, further comprising the step of 
transforming the completed date-related citations into a canonical format . 
Because MS Word does not teach at least one element of claim 6, Applicants 
respectfully request allowance of claim 6. 

In addition, with respect to claim 7, Applicants respectfully assert that MS 
Word does not teach or enable each and every element of claim 7. Claim 7 
currently reads: 

7. (Currently Amended) The method according to claim 3[[4]], further 
comprising the step of providing a user interface means for specifying a 
search for documents [[by means of said]] through searching the 
index[[es]][[(190)]]. 

In the rejection of claim 7, the Examiner cites MS Word as reading on the limitations in 
that "the folder system provides a user interface for allowing the user for documents 
within the folder system." [Office Action, p. 15] Applicants respectfully note, as 
previously noted, that the MS Word reference does not teach a folder system or a user 
interface for a folder system. Further, Applicants respectfully assert that even if the MS 
Word reference described a user interface for a folder system, MS Word does not teach 
or enable a user interface for specifying a search for documents through searching the 
index of completed date-related citations which are created through the steps of claim 1 . 
In contrast, claim 7 teaches the method of claim 3, dependent upon claim 1, further 
comprising the step of providing a user interface means for specifying a search for 
documents through searching the index . Because MS Word does not teach at least one 
element of claim 7, Applicants respectfully request allowance of claim 7. 
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Claims 1,2 and 9-11 are not anticipated by CiteRite/Full Authority 

Claims 1 , 2, and 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Supnik, Paul D., "Citation programs check your cites and generate alphabetized and 
formatted tables of authorities" in Los Angeles Lawyer Magazine, © June, 1989 
(hereinafter, CiteRite/Full Authority). [Office Action, pp. 16-17] The rejection is 
respectfully traversed in view of the amended claims. "A claim is anticipated only if 
each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently 
described, in a single prior art reference. Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 
2 USPQ2d 1051 , 1053 (Fed Cir. 1987). Furthermore the reference must be an enabling 
disclosure of each and every element as set forth in the claim. In re Hoecksma, 158 
USPQ 596, 600 (CCPA 1968); In re LeGr/Ve, 133 USPQ 365, 372 (CCPA 1962). 

C/a/>77 1 

In the rejection of claim 1 , the Examiner states: 

CiteRite/Full Authority discloses a method for processing a document 
comprising text information (see Pages 1-5 - CiteRite/Full Authority 
discloses this limitation in that it analyzes text documents created using a 
word processor), comprising the step of: 

-monitoring the occurrence of incomplete date-related citations E1, 
in particular the citation of a date, within the text information (see Pages 1- 
5 - Cite/Rite Full Authority discloses this limitation in that it analyzes legal 
citations within the text documents and detects when a word within the 
citation was improperly abbreviated. CiteRite/Full Authority also detects 
when a word should have been underlined and was not.); 

-completing said incomplete citation E1 by aid of date indications 
E2 (see Pages 1-5 - CiteRite/Full Authority discloses this limitation in that 
it automatically expands the words that were improperly abbreviated and 
automatically underlines the words that were not underlined); and 

-automatically completing said date-related citations by a 
supplemental date specification (see Pages 1-5 - CitRite/Full Authority 
discloses this limitation in that it automatically underlines the words that 
were not underlined), by applying either one or more of: 

-a set of predetermined completing rules establishing for a given 
incomplete citation E1 prioritizing relationships between other date-related 
citations E2 within the text information of the same document, 
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-prior art mining technology procedures (see Pages 1-3 - 
CiteRite/Full Authority discloses this limitation in that it uses parsing 
techniques to search the text documents), or 

-using context meta information from outside the document (see 
Pages 1-5 - CiteRite/Full Authority discloses this limitation in that it makes 
the automatic corrections based on either the Blue Book format or the 
California citation format). [Office Action, pp. 16-17] 

Applicants respectfully assert that regardless of whether the Examiner's previous 
assertions are correct, CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach each and every element of 
claim 1 as amended. 

First, Applicants respectfully assert that CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach 
each and every element of claim 1 because CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach or 
enable detecting incomplete date-related citations within the text of the document 
accessed from the data storage system . In the rejection of claim 1 , the Examiner states 
that the CiteRite/Full Authority reference discloses the limitation of "monitoring the 
occurrence of incomplete date-related citations E1 , in particular the citation of a date, 
within the text information" in that "it analyzes legal citations within the text documents 
and detects when a word within the citation was improperly abbreviated. CiteRite/Full 
Authority also detects when a word should have been underlined and was not 
underlined." [Office Action, p. 16] Applicants respectfully assert, however, that 
CiteRite/Full Authority's description of detecting "when a word within the citation was 
improperly abbreviated" or "when a word should be have been underlined and was not 
underlined" are not indicators that a citations that are incomplete, meaning missing 
information, but only a description of detecting that the information in the citation is 
improperly formatted. In contrast, claim 1 teaches detecting incomplete date-related 
citations within the text of a document. In addition, as will be further discussed, when 
claim 1 is viewed as a whole, an incomplete date-related citation does not describe an 
improperly formatted citations, but suppjementing with additional information to be 
complete. Therefore, because CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach or enable 
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detecting incomplete date-related citations, CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach or 
enable at least one element of claim 1 and the claim should be allowed. 

Second, Applicants respectfully assert that CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach 
each and every element of claim 1 because CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach or 
enable searching for supplemental date information from at least one of other date- 
related indications within the text of the document and meta information associated with 
the storage of the document in the data storage system from outside the text of the 
document In the rejection of claim 1 , the Examiner states that the CiteRite/Full 
Authority discloses the limitation of using context meta information from outside the 
document to complete an incomplete date-related citation in that "it makes the 
automatic corrections based on either the Blue Book format or the California citation 
format." [Office Action, p. 17] Applicants respectfully assert however, that CiteRite/Full 
Authority only describes correcting a citation based on formatting rules. Correcting a 
citation based on formatting rules does not teach or enable adding additional 
information to a citation to complete the citation. In contrast, claim 1 teaches searching 
for supplemental date information, to actually complete missing information from a 
citation, from multiple sources in the teaching of searching for supplemental date 
information from at least one of other date-related indications within the text of the 
document and meta information associated with the storage of the document in the data 
storage system from outside the text of the document . Therefore, because CiteRite/Full 
Authority does not teach or enable searching for supplemental date information to 
complete an incomplete date-related citation and in particular, CiteRite/Full Authority 
does not teach searching for supplemental date information from within the text of the 
document or from meta information associated with the storage of the document in the 
data storage system, CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach or enable at least one 
element of claim 1 and the claim should be allowed. 

Third, Applicants respectfully assert that CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach 
and enable each and every element of claim 1 because CiteRite/Full Authority does not 
teach or enable automatically completing the incomplete date-related citations by 
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applying the supplemental date information according to at least one set of 
predetermined completing rules establishing prioritizing relationships between the other 
date-related indications located within the text of the document and the meta 
information from outside the text of the document . Applicants note that claim 1 
previously included "automatically completing (130, ...190) said date related citations by 
a supplemental date specification, by applying either one or more of:" and one of the 
options included "a set of predetermined completing rules establishing for a given 
incomplete citation E1 prioritizing relationships between other date-related citations E2 
within the text information of the same document." [Office Action, p. 16] The Examiner 
did not address this limitation. Applicants note that the Examiner does cite CiteRite/Full 
Authority as making "automatic corrections based on either the Blue Book format or the 
California citation format." [Office Action, p. 17] Thus, CiteRite/Full Authority describes 
that different sets of formatting rules may be applied to citations within a document. 
CiteRite/Full Authority does not, however, teach or enable a set of rules for prioritizing 
the different supplemental information located from one or more sources. Further, 
CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach or enable automatically completing an incomplete 
date-related citation, with supplemental information, that was previously missing, 
according to rules establishing prioritizing relationships between the other date-related 
indications located from within the text of the document and the meta information 
located outside the text of the document. In contrast, claim 1 is amended to teach 
automatically completing the incomplete date-related citations by applying the 
supplemental date information according to at least one set of predetermined 
completing rules establishing prioritizing relationships between the other date-related 
indications located within the text of the document and the meta information from 
outside the text of the document . Therefore, because CiteRite/Full Authority does not 
teach automatically completing an incomplete date-related citation, completing an 
incomplete date related citation by applying supplemental date information, or rules 
establishing prioritizing relationships between the different types of supplemental date 

DE920010066US1 36 



PAGE 38/42 * RCVD AT 4/5/2006 11 :00:15 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ■ SVR:U8PTO-EFXRF-5/19 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:5123060417 * DURATION (mm-ss):18-50 



4/5/2006 10:00 PM FROM: 5123060417 TO: 15712738300 PAGE: 039 OF 042 



PATENT 
10/682,400 



information, CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach each and every element of amended 
claim 1 and the claim should be allowed. 

Claims 2 and 9-11 

With regard to claim 2, Applicants respectfully assert that because claim 1 is not 
anticipated by CiteRite/Full Authority, claim 1 which is dependent upon claim 1 is also 
not anticipated by CiteRite/Full Authority. With regard to claims 9-1 1 , Applicants 
respectfully assert that because claim 1 is not anticipated by CiteRite/Full Authority, 
claims 9-1 1 which are independent claims incorporating the same elements as claim 1 
are also not anticipated by CiteRite/Full Authority. 

In particular, with regard to claim 2, Applicants respectfully assert that 

CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach and enable each and every element of amended 

claim 2. Claim 2 currently reads: 

2. (Currently Amended) The method according to claim 1 , i n wh i ch a 
ru le is us e d which is bas e d on on e or mor e of: wherein the step of 
automatically completing the incomplete date-related citations by applying 
the supplemental date information according to at least one set of 
predetermined completing rules establishing prioritizing relationships 
between the other date-related indications located within the text of the 
document and the meta information from outside the text of the document, 
further comprises the step of: 

detecting at least one criteria reguired for applying the set of 
predetermined completing rules for the other date-related indications from 
at least one of: 

a) tho determ i nat i on of word/tokon/topic trans i tions as a measure for a 
distance between the incomplete date-related citations and each of the 
other date-related indications based on a number of at least one of words 
and topic transitions in the text of the document between the incomplete 
date-related citations and each of the other date-related indications: £4- 
a nd E2 , 

b) [[the]] a number of date expressions between the incomplete date- 
related citations and each of the other date-related indications: E1 and E2 , 

c) [[the]] a number of links to other documents found between the 
incomplete date-related citations and each of the other date-related 
indications: documonts E1 and E2, rospoGtivo l y, 

d) [[the]] a level of compatibility between a format of the incomplete date- 
related citations as compared to a separate format of each of the other 
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date-related indications; E1 and E2 , and 

e) [[the]] a confidence level associated with the other date-related 
indications [[E2]], if the other date-related indications [[E2 has]] have been 
obtained by automatic completion from applying supplemental date 
information to a previously incomplete date-related citation. IT .11 

f) tho ro li abi l ity [[and usefu l ness]] of E2's courco for providing timo 
indicat i ons useful for automat i c comp l etion, 

g) th e r e l e vanc e of E2 with i n i ts docum e nt. 

In the rejection of claim 2, the Examiner cites CiteRite/Full Authority as reading on the 
previously cited element of a rule is based on the level of compatibility between E1 and 
E2 based on the Examiner's interpretation that "the Examiner notes that this limitation is 
extremely broad in that it does not indicate how the "level of compatibility" between E1 
and E2 is determined. This broad limitation reads on any rule that compares an 
"incomplete date-related citation" to another "date-related" component. In CiteRite/Full 
Authority, see Pages 1-5 - CiteRite/Full Authority discloses this limitation in that it 
compares the incomplete "date-related citation" to the listing of possible incorrect "date- 
related citations," locates the incomplete "date-related citations," and obtains the 
correction for the incomplete "date-related citations." To perform these functions, 
CiteRite/Full Authority determines "a level of compatibility between the incomplete 
"date-related citation" and the correction for the incomplete "date-related citation." 
[Office Action, pp. 17-18] 

Applicants respectfully note that claim 2 is amended to teach detecting at least 
one criteria required for applying the set of predetermined completing rules for the other 
date-related indications from... the level of compatibility between a format of the 
incomplete date-related citations as compared to a separate format of each of the other 
date-related indications . Applicants respectfully assert that CiteRite/Full Authority 
description of correcting a possible incorrect "date-related citation" does not teach or 
enable completing a date-related citation. As previously described, claim 1 does not 
merely teach identifying a mistake in a citation format and then correcting the formatting 
as described in CiteRite/Full Authority. Instead, claim 1 describes completing an 
incomplete citation because the citation is missing the information provided by the other 
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date-related indications. Therefore, CiteRite/Full Authority also does not teach or 
enable comparing a format of an incomplete date-related citation with a separate format 
for the other date-related indications to be applied to complete the missing information 
in the incomplete date-related citation. Further, CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach 
determining a compatibility of the format of the incomplete date with the separate format 
of the current date, but merely describes comparing the current format of a citation with 
the required format and marking the difference between the formats to show the user 
the mistakes in the citation. Therefore, CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach the 
amended element of detecting at least one criteria required for applying the set of 
predetermined completing rules for the other date-related indications from... the level of 
compatibility between a format of the incomplete date-related citations as compared to a 
separate format of each of the other dated-related indications . In addition, the Examiner 
did not previously examine the other elements remaining in amended claim 2, however, 
Applicants respectfully assert that CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach detecting at 
least one criteria required for applying the set of predetermined completing rules for the 
other date-related indications from at least one of... a) a distance between the 
incomplete date-related citations and each of the other date-related indications based 
on a number of at least one of words and topic transitions in the text of the document 
between the incomplete date-related citations and each of the other date-related 
indications; b) a number of date expressions between the incomplete date-related 
citations and each of the other date-related indications; c) a number of links to other 
documents found between the incomplete date-related citations and each of the other 
date-related indications; and e) a confidence level associated with the other date- 
related indications, if the other date-related indications have been obtained by automatic 
completion from applying supplemental date information to a previously incomplete 
date-related citation. Therefore, because CiteRite/Full Authority does not teach each 
and every element of claim 2, CiteRite/Full Authority does not anticipate claim 2 and 
Applicants respectfully request allowance of claim 2. 
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Conclusion 

Applicants note the citation of pertinent prior art cited by the Examiner, 



In view of the foregoing, withdrawal of the rejections and the allowance of the 
current pending claims are respectfully requested. If the Examiner feels that the 
pending claims could be allowed with minor changes, the Examiner is invited to 
telephone the undersigned to discuss an Examiner's Amendment. 

In addition, Applicants authorize the commissioner to charge any fees related to 
this application to IBM Account 09-0447. 



Respectfully submitted, 




07 4/S /C % 



Amy J. Pattillo 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No 46,983 
P.O. Box 161327 
Austin, Tx 78716 
512.402.9820 vox 
512.306.0417 fax 
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